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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURIAM:

Leslie H. White appeals from the district court's order grant-

ing summary judgment to her employer in her civil action in which

she alleged sexual harassment under Title VII of the Civil Rights

Act of 1964, as amended, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-2 (1994). We dismiss.

White fails to challenge the basis of the district court's

order granting the defendant's motion for summary judgment. See 4th

Cir. R. 34(b) (this court limits its review on appeal to the issues

raised in appellant’s informal brief). White contends only that her

attorney was incompetent. A litigant in a civil action, however,

has no constitutional or statutory right to effective assistance of

counsel, and therefore, a claimant alleging ineffective assistance

is not entitled to collateral relief. The appropriate remedy for

such a claim is a malpractice suit. Glick v. Henderson, 855 F.2d

536, 541 (8th Cir. 1988); MacCuish v. United States, 844 F.2d 733,

735-36 (10th Cir. 1988); Kushner v. Winterthur Swiss Ins. Co., 620

F.2d 404, 407-08 (3d Cir. 1980).

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal

contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

DISMISSED


